Introduction
The importance of comparative studies on family enterprises has been described extensively by diverse studies (Casillas and Acid, 2007; Chrisman, J. J., Kellermanns, Chan and Liano, 2010; Benavides-Velasco, Quintana-García and Guzmán-Parra, 2013 ). There are a lot of notable studies where this topic is highlighted within the actual environmental analysis of family firms (Casillas, Navarrese and Menéndez, 2013; Omaña and Briceño, 2013 to Occur rarely, Gemar and Guerrero-Murillo, 2017) . Furthermore, various studies look at family enterprises from a financial perspective, which is also a topic that continues to interest investigators at present by highlighting some examples, we can indicate work like that of Arosa, Iturralde and Maseda (2010) ; Aparicio, Basco, Iturralde and Maseda, (2017) ; Di Pietro, Palacín-Sánchez and Roldán (2018) or Rakotoarivelo, Zaraté and Kilgour (2018) . The work will be structured the following way: first of all we will define the family enterprise concept; secondly we will speak about the fiscal policies and the financing of the family enterprise; then move onto the methodology section, after which we will highlight and discuss the results and conclusions. Onaña and Briceño (2013) propose the following criteria to discern between family business and non-family business: "The property or the control of the company: it is defined from the percentage of participation of the family in the capital of the company or the fact of which a relative admits that it controls its company." "The power that the family exercises over the company: it is defined from the work redeemed in the company by some members of the family. In many cases it refers to that the proprietary family redeems executive functions in the company or to that the director-general of the company is a member of the proprietary family". "The intention of transferring the company to future generations: it is defined as regards the desire to maintain in the future the participation of the family in the company, to the number of generations of the proprietary family who intervene in the same one or to the fact of which the direct progeny of the founder has the control on the management or property of the company." According to Casillas (2015) , family enterprises represent 57 % of the Spanish GDP, generating 67 % of the employment deprived in our Country. To date there are 1,1 million family enterprises that represent 89 % of the total number of companies in Spain. The objective of the fiscal policies is to facilitate and to encourage an ideal performance of the national economy to achieve stable levels of growth, unemployment, inflation, etc. According to Garrido and Miralles (2017) a company that is constantly improving its fiscal capabilities is a company that is in reality, paying less taxes, although this depends on the characteristics that the company possesses in terms of size, professionalization and internationalization. According to Palomino (2009) , financing can be defined as "the means for which the natural or moral persons do to themselves to come financial resources in its process of operation, creation or expansion, in the internal or external thing, too short, medium-sized and long term, he is met like financing sources."
Fiscal Policies and financing in the family firm

Methodology
The aim of this particular study is to undertake a comparative analysis of the family enterprises and non-family businesses within Malaga's service sector from an economic / financial perspective. An exploratory and descriptive type of study has been carried out which aims to underline and explain the the differences and resemblances in the family enterprises with respect to financing, fiscal policies and internationalization. The main hypothesis will be: H0: There is no significant difference between the ratios raised in the family enterprises and nonfamily enterprises. H1: There is significant difference between the ratios raised in the family enterprises and nonfamily enterprises. The following economic data has been extracted from the database SABI (System of Analysis of Iberian Balances, 2017). According to Rojo, Diéguez and López (2011) has been used the database SABI (System of Analysis of Iberian Balances, 2017) there being selected the following parameters that appear in the table 1 for the purpose of rejecting the information that are not necessary for our study. The database extracted a total of 335 companies, of which 154 are of family business type, and the remaining 181 being of a non-family entity. This discrimination has been done using the indicator of dependence BvD that presents us with the database SABI (System of Analysis of Iberian Balances, 2017). According to the total number population (335), at a level of significance of 5 %, and therefore 95 % of confidence, the study has the recommended random sample of 180 companies, using 90 familiy enterprises for the study and 90 non-family enterprises regarding the criteria of Rojo, Diéguez and López (2011) . Results are divided into five groups, inside which we are going to analyze the following variables: Table 2 . Variables analyzed in the study
Return on average total assets (ROA) (%)
Results ratio
Financial profitability (ROE) (%)
Debt ratio
Liquidity ratio
1st Group: Results ratio -Economic profitability (ROA) (%):
I am of benefit before Interests / Activate This ratio represents the benefit that the company will obtain for every 100€ invested, independently of the one who finances it.
-Financial profitability (GNAW) (%): Result of the exercise / Clear Patrimony This ratio indicates the profitability that the shareholder will obtain for every 100€ that the company invests. The hypotheses of this group would be: H0: There is no significant difference between the ROA of of family and non-family enterprises. H1: There is significant difference between the ROA of family and non-family enterprises.
2nd Group: Indebtedness ratios -Indebtedness ratio: Debit Exigible/PN This ratio reports of the existing relation between the foreign resources and the proper ones. For this group we would have the following hypotheses: H0: There is no significant difference between the ratio of indebtedness between the family and nonfamily enterprises. H1: There is significant difference between the ratio of indebtedness between the family and nonfamily enterprises. This ratio is the capacity that the company possesses when its financial commitments expire, so that a result near to 2, indicates safety for which the creditors will receive their debts. With a result less than 1, the company may not expire with its obligations to a third party, thereby compelling one to think about 'countable and furthermore supporting the view that 'it fails over a distance.
Results
Group1. Results ratio
In this group we would verify the following hypotheses. H0 there are no significant differences between the ROA of both corporative groups. H1 There are significant differences between the ROA of both corporative groups.
As for the 1st group in the results ratios, the statistician T-Student has been used to compare the ratio of economic profitability (ROA). The probability obtained in both coexpert is 0,266190806, to being major that 0,05 pushes the H0 back and therefore the alternative hypothesis is accepted, which means that significant differences exists in the economic result of both groups. In the case of the financial profitability ratio: In the Group 1 we raise the hypotheses of the study. H0: There is no significant difference between IT GNAWS of the family and non-family enterprises. H1: There is significant difference between IT GNAWS of the family and non-family enterprises.
In the case of the financial profitability IT (GNAWS), it is possible to see that there are significant differences between both corporate groups exists, therefore the H1 is accepted, since the probability is < 0,05. In this ratio the family enterprises possess more financial profitability than non-family. It further indicates that the family enterprises distribute more benefits for the euros invested to its shareholders than non-family. Also the family enterprises tend to be more volatile in their distribution of these benefits than nonfamily. 2nd group indebtedness ratio According to the analysis realized with the statistical test T-Student, the result obtained through the comparison between the debt ratios is: As for group 2, the debt ratio results that bring to light the confirmed hypotheses are: -H0: There is no significant difference between the debt ratio and the family/non-family enterprises.
-H1: There is significant difference between the debt ratio and the family/non-family enterprises.
Results show a probability of 0.066421901>0.05 so the alternative hypothesis is accepted.
3rd group Ratio of Liquidity
The result thrown by the test T-Student, are reflected in the following table. In group 3, regarding the liquidity ratios, it is possible to see that non family business possess much more liquidity availability to cover its financings, than the average family business. Although the variance of these is much bigger than that of the relatives. The probability this test illustrates and by which the void hypothesis is pushed back, is 0,352459 >0,05, so we can conclude that there are many apparent differences between liquidity ratios within both family and non-family run businesses.
4th group Ratio of Balance
In this group we have studied two ratios, the Ratio working capital in which according to the results, there is no real difference and therefore H1 can be accepted, there are significant discrepancies between the working capital ratios in both family and non-family contexts. The Ratio working capital in which according to the raised hypotheses, is there pushed back the void hypothesis of which significant difference does not exist therefore is accepted H1, significant difference between the ratio exists working capital of not familiar firms and the relatives. Although not as in the ratios previously raised, in this ratio a major stability exists between both groups, this can be due to the fact that both corporative groups of the same sector, most of the assets of the balance it corresponds to the being to current asset, therefore its balances are more balanced. The hypotheses raised for the debt-equity ratio shows a probability of 0.11581462>0.05, again the H0 is rejected and hence, accept H1. There is a significant difference between the ratios of liquidity of both corporate groups. The family firms of the sample possess, on average, a major debt-equity ratio than non-family firms and less changes in its results. The average collection period, on average, of the family enterprises is 11.51 days as opposed to 55.84 days in non-family firms, this assumes that the family enterprises receive their clients' debts much earlier than non-family firms would receive theirs.
As for the average payment period, the family enterprises, on average, pay back its providers every 160 days while non-family this takes up to 170, therefore we can confirm that both are financed by its providers, but the most profitable in this aspect are non-family firms.
5th group solvency ratio
Main results of the test are presented in table 9 The obtained result is 0.352465, which leads us to push the void hypothesis back and therefore we accept the alternative hypothesis. There are significant differences between both corporate groups in this ratio.
Conclusions.
Results show the several differences in some key variables such as the ROA between family and nonfamily businesses. According to Mazzi (2011) , results support that the differences between FF and non NFF is a highly complex issue that needs further research. This paper has highlighted significant differences are in all the ratios analysed between the two groups of firms studied, as well as a greater distribution of profits to its shareholders by FF 
